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V. SECTION 4(f) EVALUATION 

In accordance with Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, as 

amended (49 U.S.C. 303), Section 138 of the Federal Aid Highway Act of 1968, and 

FHWA Regulation 23 CFR 771.135, an evaluation of the project area was 

conducted for properties determined to be qualified for Section 4(f) evaluation.  This 

requires that no publicly owned land from a public park, recreation area, wildlife 

refuge or land from a significant historic site be used for federal-aid highways 

unless there is no feasible and prudent alternative.  Specific alternatives and 

actions to minimize harm must be considered. 

A. INTRODUCTION 

1. Section 4(f) Properties 

Within the project area, shown on Exhibit V-1, there are no public 

parks, recreation areas, or wildlife refuges.  There are, however, numerous historic 

resources within the project area.  The historic architectural resources include two 

properties and one district listed on the National Register of Historic Places, two 

eligible historic districts, and six eligible historic properties.  One archaeological 

site, considered eligibility for listing on the National Register, was also identified in 

the project area. 

The Ripon Lodge and the William Grubb Farm are listed on the National 

Register of Historic Places.  Balclutha, partially located in Clarke County, Virginia, 

is listed on the National Register and the Virginia Landmarks Register as a 

contributing resource in the National Register listed Long Marsh Run Rural 

Historic District of Clarke County, Virginia.  Long Marsh Run Rural Historic 

District is located at the south end of the project on both sides of existing US 340.   

The two historic districts eligible for the National Register include the 

Kabletown Rural Historic District and the Village of Rippon Historic District.  The 

Kabletown Rural Historic District boundaries, shown in Exhibit V-2, encompass a 

large area surrounding and including over half of the project study area.  All of the 

historic resources in the project area, excluding the Long Marsh Run Rural Historic 
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District and Balclutha, are located within and are contributing elements to the 

Kabletown Rural Historic District.  Five of these historic resources are also 

individually eligible for listing on the National Register based on each of their 

unique historic contributions to West Virginia.  These five properties eligible for 

listing on the National Register include the Olive Boy Farm, Glenwood, Wayside 

Farm, Byrdland, and Straithmore.  

The archaeological site considered eligible is the Wheatlands Farm.  The 

decision for preservation in place or recovery of this site will be reviewed by the 

State Historic Preservation Office following additional archaeological testing for the 

Preferred Alternative.  Therefore, this site is currently being considered a Section 

4(f) property.   

2. Project Purpose and Need 

The proposed project will improve the existing two-lane section of US 340 

from the existing four-lane section in Clarke County, Virginia to the existing four-

lane section of the Charles Town Bypass in Jefferson County, West Virginia.  

Improvements to US 340 are needed to address capacity and safety deficiencies 

along the existing facility.  Currently, sections of US 340 operate at capacity, with 

an unacceptable Level of Service E, during daily peak travel periods.  By the design 

year of 2020, the entire two-lane facility would operate over capacity during peak 

travel periods with a Level of Service F.  Existing roadway deficiencies also create 

undesirable driving conditions along these sections of US 340.  These deficiencies 

include variable shoulder widths, narrow travel lanes, limited passing zones, steep 

side slopes, and unprotected fixed objects such as culvert headwalls and trees.   

3. Project Alternates and Summary of Impacts to Historic Properties 

Six build alternates, Alternates 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 8, were studied in 

detail for the project.  Based on the detail study, Alternates 1, 3, 4, and 5 were 

eliminated and Alternate 6 and Alternate 8 were identified as the Reasonable 

Feasible Alternatives for the project.  The No-Build Alternative is not consistent 

with the purpose and need of the project but is retained for comparison purposes.  
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The Preferred Alternative will be selected following the receipt of comments on this 

document and from the public hearing. 

Exhibits V-3 and V-4 show the location of the Section 4(f) properties in 

relation to the remaining Build Alternates 6 and 8.  No right of way acquisition will 

be required from the Long Marsh Run Rural Historic District, Village of Rippon 

Historic District, William Grubb Farm, Glenwood, Wayside, or Byrdland.  In 

addition, the visual impacts to these properties do not substantially impair the 

historic integrity of the historic sites.  Therefore, these properties are not included 

in the Section 4(f) Evaluation.  

Table V-1 shows a comparison summary of the Section 4(f) Impacts for 

the alternates.  The No-Build Alternate will not require right of way from any of the 

historic resources in the project area.  There are five historic resources impacted by 

one or both of Alternates 6 and 8.  These five resources include the Kabletown 

Rural Historic District, Olive Boy Farm, Ripon Lodge, Straithmore Farm, and 

Wheatlands Farm.   Alternate 6 will impact all five of these historic resources and 

Alternate 8 will impact two, the Kabletown Rural Historic District and the Olive Boy 

Farm.  Specific impacts to each Section 4(f) property are discussed in more detail in 

Sections B through F of this evaluation. 

TABLE V-1 
COMPARATIVE SUMMARY OF SECTION 4(f) IMPACTS 

Property No-Build 

Right of Way Acquisition  
for Remaining  

Build Alternates  
acres  (hectares) 

  Alternate 6 Alternate 8 

Kabletown Rural Historic District* 0 50.4  (20.4) 6.1  (2.5) 

Olive Boy 0 5.4  (2.2)  3.7  (1.5) 

Ripon Lodge 0 15.9  (6.4) 0 

Straithmore 0 6.1  (2.5) 0 

Wheatlands Farm 0 6.6  (2.7) 0 

    

Total * 0 50.4  (20.4) 6.1  (2.5) 

* All 4(f) properties, as well as the Village of Rippon Historic District, are contained within 
the Kabletown Rural Historic District. 
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4. Avoidance Alternatives  

Avoidance Alternatives are discussed in this evaluation to determine if 

there are any feasible and prudent alternatives which would avoid impacting the 

Section 4(f) resources.  The No-Build Alternative does not impact the Kabletown 

Rural Historic District or any of the individual Section 4(f) properties.  Although the 

No-Build Alternative avoids the Section 4(f) properties and districts, it is not 

considered a prudent alternative since it would not meet the purpose and need for 

the project.   

Both Alternates 6 and 8 impact the western edge of the Kabletown 

Historic District and the Olive Boy Farm.  As shown on Exhibit V-3, Alternate 8 

impacts the Rural Historic District at the south end of the project at the state line 

between Virginia and West Virginia.  The impacts to the Olive Boy Farm are located 

a little further north along the edge of the property along existing US 340.  

Alternate 8 then extends west of the Norfolk and Western Railroad, beyond the 

Kabletown Rural Historic District boundaries, to avoid the remaining historic 

resources in the project area.  

Alternate 8 was initially developed to avoid all the historic resources in 

the study area.  But in order to avoid impacting the Long Marsh Run Rural Historic 

District and the Clarke County Agricultural District in Virginia, Alternate 8 was 

revised.  Alternate 8 starts at the existing four-lane section of US 340 in Virginia 

and extends north following the existing alignment.  The improvements to US 340 

in Virginia will be constructed within the existing right of way to avoid impacting 

both the Long Marsh Run Rural Historic District and the Clarke County 

Agricultural District.  With these design constraints within Virginia and at the state 

line, it was not feasible to avoid the edge of the Kabletown Rural Historic District in 

West Virginia.   

Several design configurations including incorporating a reduced typical 

section, barriers within the median, and retaining walls were developed in an effort 

to avoid the Kabletown Historic District.  Even with these design variations, right of 

way was still required on the east side of existing US 340 within the Kabletown 
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Rural Historic District.  Therefore, there are no feasible and prudent alternatives 

under consideration in this Section 4(f) Evaluation for avoiding the Kabletown 

Rural Historic District.  Alternate 8 would still provide an avoidance alternative for 

the Ripon Lodge, Straithmore, and Wheatlands Farm.   

In an effort to minimize the impact and amount of right of way needed 

from the Kabletown Historic District, the alignments of Alternates 6 and 8 are 

located where right of way is required from the Olive Boy Farm.  Prior to the 

completion of the Final Environmental Impact Statement, the location of the 

preferred alternative, either Alternate 6 or 8, will be reviewed to minimize or avoid 

impacts to the Olive Boy Farm.  Although these revisions to the preferred 

alternative may require some additional property from the Kabletown Rural 

Historic District near the state line, the preferred alternative could likely avoid 

impacting the Olive Boy Farm. 

5. Minimization of Harm 

For the unavoidable impacts to the Section 4(f) resources, efforts will be 

made to modify the designs and locations where feasible to minimize harm to the 

resources.  The determination of where the alternates could be adjusted or 

modified would be made following the selection of the Preferred Alternative and 

during design. 

B. THE KABLETOWN RURAL HISTORIC DISTRICT 

1. Description of the Kabletown Historic District 

a. Size and Location 

The Kabletown Rural Historic District is eligible for listing on the 

National Register of Historic Places.  The district boundaries, as shown on 

Exhibit V-2, encompass approximately 18 square miles (4,500 hectares).  The 

district boundaries are generally defined by the West Virginia State line to the 

south, the Kabletown magisterial district to the north, the Shenandoah River to the 

east, and existing US 340 to the west until the Village of Rippon where the 

boundaries roughly follow the railroad tracks. 
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b. Relationship to Alternatives   

Exhibit V-3 shows the location of the Kabletown Rural Historic 

District in relation to the alternates.  Both Alternates 6 and 8 impact the Rural 

Historic District.  Alternate 6 will extend through two areas of the western side of 

the Kabletown Rural Historic District and Alternate 8 will impact a small area 

along the historic boundary at the state line between Virginia and West Virginia.  

Alternate 6 is generally located on the west side of US 340. This 

alternate requires property along the district boundary but from the state line to 

just south of Jefferson County 340/1.  Alternate 6 extends north re-entering the 

district north of Jefferson County 19 in the vicinity of the Ripon Lodge for about 

one-mile (1.6 kilometers).  Alternate 6 then continues north and re-enters the 

district south of Wheatland and extends through the district to existing US 340.  

c. Ownership and Type of Section 4(f) Property 

The Kabletown Rural Historic District has multiple owners.  The 

district encompasses several very large private farms and parts of four 

communities, Kabletown, Meyerstown, Rippon, and Wheatland.  The very large 

farms are located to the east of US 340 extending to the Shenandoah River.  The 

two communities of Rippon and Wheatland are within the project area and include 

various commercial businesses, churches, and private residences.  These 

communities are located along existing US 340.   

The Kabletown Rural Historic District is unique to West Virginia 

because it represents a Virginia landscape.  The district includes the agricultural 

landscape and architectural resources of an area distinctively rural.  It contains 

numerous large antebellum and postbellum estates, several small 19th and early 

20th century farms, and rural communities.  The main type of architectural 

resource in the district is the farm, estate dwelling, and its related outbuildings.  In 

addition, several mills, mill sites, schools, and churches also contribute to the 

diversity of this district. 
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d. Function 

There are no public activities in areas of the Kabletown Rural 

Historic District crossed by any of the build alternates. 

e. Facilities 

There are no public facilities located in the areas of the Kabletown 

Rural Historic District crossed by any of the build alternates. 

f. Access 

The primary roads accessing the Kabletown Rural Historic District 

include US 340, and the Jefferson County roads 340/1, 340/2, 19, 21, 38, and 25.  

This existing roadway network provides the major vehicular, pedestrian, and 

bicycle access to the district.   

g. Relationship to Similarly Used Lands 

The Long Marsh Run Rural Historic District in Clarke County, 

Virginia, is a similar historic district.  It is located at the southern end of the 

project area.  This historic district encompasses roughly 16 square miles 

(4,000 hectares) and is noted for its remarkably unaltered and picturesque rural 

land in north central Clarke County.  It contains 366 contributing architectural 

resources that cover a period of over 175 years.  These resources are primarily farm 

and estate residencies and their associated outbuildings.  Also included are three 

small African-American communities, several schools, churches, and mills. 

h. Applicable Clauses Affecting Ownership 

There are no known special covenants, restrictions, or deed 

conditions that would preclude the use of property within the Kabletown Rural 

Historic District for highway purposes. 

i. Unusual Characteristics 

There are no unusual characteristics associated with this historic 

district. 
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2. Impacts On The Section 4(f) Kabletown Rural Historic District 

Alternates 6 and 8 will directly impact the Kabletown Rural Historic 

District with land acquisition.  Both alternates will impact the most western edge of 

the district.  Alternate 6 will require approximately 50.4 acres (20.4 hectares) for 

permanent right of way.  Alternate 8 will require approximately 6.1 acres 

(2.5 hectares) for permanent right of way.  As shown on Exhibit V-3, the small area 

impacted by Alternate 8 is located at the state line between Virginia and West 

Virginia.  

Air quality in the region is not adversely affected from the project.  In 

fact, air quality improves when comparing the build alternates with the No-Build 

Alternate.  Noise impacts will occur along the build alternates.  Considering the 

alignments developed in this early phase of the project, noise abatement measures 

do not appear to be feasible or reasonable for the Kabletown Rural Historic District.  

The major construction elements of this project are expected to be earth 

removal, hauling, grading, and paving.  General noise impacts, such as temporary 

speech interference for passerby and those individuals living or working near the 

project, can be expected, particularly from paving operations and grading 

equipment.  However, considering the relatively short-term nature of construction 

noise and the limitation of construction to daytime hours, these impacts are not 

expected to be substantial.  So that the impact from construction noise is minimal, 

the contractor will be required to follow specifications concerning construction 

noise as contained in WVDOT’s Standard Specifications. 

The district currently includes US 340.  Alternate 6 is located on the 

western edge of the district.  Alternate 8 is located west of the district except at the 

state line, but would still introduce a modern roadway facility into the surrounding 

landscape and is considered to have a low visual impact to the rural district.  

Alternate 6 has been evaluated as having a low visual impact to the district.  This 

determination was made based on the close proximity of the alternate to existing 

US 340 in relation to the entire district.  The visual impacts to this historic district 

would not substantially impair the historic integrity of the district. 
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3. Avoidance Alternates 

The No-Build Alternative would not require land acquisition from the 

Kabletown Rural Historic District.  However, Alternates 6 and 8 will impact this 

district.  Although the No-Build Alternative would not impact the district, it is not 

considered a prudent alternative since it would not meet the purpose and need for 

the project.   

Alternate 8 was initially developed as an avoidance alternative for the 

Kabletown Rural Historic District.  However, the project limits for this alternate 

were revised to tie into the existing four-lane section of US 340 in Clarke County, 

Virginia.  The Long Marsh Run Rural Historic District and Clarke County 

Agricultural District are located on both sides of existing US 340 in Virginia.  In 

order to avoid impacting the Rural Historic District and Agricultural District in 

Virginia, the improvements proposed for Alternate 8 will remain within the existing 

right of way.  The design constraints created by following the same road elevation 

and alignment as the existing US 340 in this area prevents Alternate 8 from 

extending west and avoiding the Kabletown Rural Historic District at the 

Virginia/West Virginia State Line.   

The design speed for the project is 60 miles per hour (102 kilometers per 

hour).  With this design speed and the existing right of way location, there was a 

limit to the sharpness in the horizontal curvature of the roadway that could be 

used.  Dropping the design speed is not an option since it would not be consistent 

with the other sections of the four-lane facility.  Several median options and barrier 

walls were evaluated to minimize the amount of right of way required from the 

Kabletown Rural Historic.  However, even with the narrowed median and barrier, 

the typical section would not fit within the existing right of way.  Therefore, there is 

no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative for this rural historic district. 

4. Measures To Minimize Harm 

Minimizing harm to the historic district may be accomplished by using 

additional design measures.  Among the design measures to be considered could 

include alignment shifts during the design of the proposed road.  Alternate 6, as 
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shown on Exhibit V-3, is located the furthest to the west in comparison to 

Alternates 1 and 3.  Alternate 6 could potentially be shifted further west to follow 

the railroad and minimize the impacts to the rural historic district.   

The location of Alternate 8 incorporates all feasible design measures to 

minimize harm to the rural historic district.  Several iterations were reviewed with 

the use of barrier walls and reducing the median width to avoid or minimize the 

impacts.  Additional minimization measures for the rural historic district could 

include providing landscaped screening to reduce visual impacts. 

5. Coordination 

Coordination with the West Virginia Division of Culture and History, 

State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and other agencies has taken place 

throughout the course of the study.  Coordination and meetings with SHPO and 

other agencies included discussions concerning the determination of Section 4(f) 

properties, avoidance alternatives, and measures to minimize harm.  

C. OLIVE BOY SECTION 4(f) PROPERTY 

1. Description of the Olive Boy Farm 

a. Size and Location 

The Olive Boy Farm is eligible for listing on the National Register of 

Historic Properties and is located on the east side of US 340.  The historic property 

boundaries encompass approximately 181.6 acres (74 hectares) and represent the 

previous ownership boundaries of the Olive Boy Farm.  The current farm contains 

about 16.9 acres (6.8 hectares) with the remainder of the historic property being 

part of another larger farm. 

b. Relationship to Alternatives   

Alternates 6 and 8 extend into the historic property boundaries.  

These alternates border the western boundary of the property along US 340 and 

are located approximately 1,500 feet (450 meters) from the main house.  

Exhibits V-4 and V-5 show the location of the Olive Boy property in relation to 

these build alternate. 



 Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

US 340 Improvement Study  V-11 

c. Ownership and Type of Section 4(f) Property 

The Olive Boy property is privately owned.  The property was 

constructed by Dr. Blackburn sometime in the 1840’s.  The main house is a fine 

example of the Italianate style as expressed by local craftsmen.  The setting is 

pristine and includes several outbuildings.  These outbuildings include: a stone 

springhouse, the Blackburn cemetery, a one-story kitchen/slave quarters, a small 

frame barn, a 1990 tenant house, and a 1970 turn-out shed.  According to the 

Phase I Architectural Reconnaissance Survey completed for this project, the 

property possesses sufficient architectural and historical importance to meet the 

National Register Criteria under Criteria C. 

d. Function 

There are no public activities on the Olive Boy property. 

e. Facilities 

There are no public facilities on the Olive Boy property.  The private 

facilities include the main house and other associated buildings. 

f. Access 

Access to the Olive Boy property is by private drive.  The driveway 

to the tenant house is from existing US 340.  The driveway to the main house on 

Olive Boy Farm is accessed from Jefferson County 38. 

g. Relationship to Similarly Used Lands 

In Jefferson County, West Virginia, there are other privately owned 

farm properties that have been either listed or determined eligible for listing in the 

National Register of Historic Places.  The William Grubb Farm, located on the north 

side of Jefferson County 340/2, west of US 340, is listed on the National Register.  

Two other historic properties in the project area include the Wayside Farm and the 

Glenwood Farm.  These two farms are located east of US 340 and north of the Olive 

Boy Farm.  As with the Olive Boy Farm, these farms are eligible for listing on the 

National Register.  These similar properties are discussed elsewhere in this 

document. 
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h. Applicable Clauses Affecting Ownership 

There are no known special covenants, restrictions, or deed 

conditions that would preclude the use of the Olive Boy Farm for highway 

purposes. 

i. Unusual Characteristics 

There are no unusual characteristics of the Section 4(f) property. 

2. Impacts On The Section 4(f) Olive Boy Property 

The Olive Boy property is impacted by land acquisition for conceptual 

right of way with both Alternates 6 and 8.  As shown on Exhibit V-5, Alternates 6 

and 8 follow approximately the same alignment in this location along the edge of 

the western boundary of Olive Boy.  Alternate 6 will require 5.4 acres (2.2 

hectares).  Alternate 8 will require less property, 3.7 acres (1.5 hectares), since the 

alignment for Alternate 8 turns sharper, west away from existing US 340 at this 

location.  No standing structures will be directly impacted with either of these 

alternates.   

Air quality in the region is not adversely affected from the project.  In 

fact, air quality improves when comparing the six build alternates with the No-

Build Alternate.  Based on proximity, noise impacts may occur along each of the 

build alternates.  Considering the alignment developed in this phase of the project, 

noise abatement measures do not appear to be feasible or reasonable for the Olive 

Boy Farm. 

The major construction elements of this project are expected to be earth 

removal, hauling, grading, and paving.  General noise impacts, such as temporary 

speech interference for passerby and those individuals living or working near the 

project, can be expected, particularly from paving operations and grading 

equipment.  However, considering the relatively short-term nature of construction 

noise and the limitation of construction to daytime hours, these impacts are not 

expected to be substantial.  So that the impact from construction noise is minimal, 

the contractor will be required to follow specifications concerning construction 

noise as contained in WVDOT’s Standard Specifications. 
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Both Alternates 6 and 8 are visible from within the boundaries of this 

historic property.  These alternates are evaluated as having a low impact to the 

visual environment of this property.  These alternates are low impact from these 

alternates is due to the alternate’s location in relation to the existing roadway and 

the historic property. 

3. Avoidance Alternates 

The No-Build Alternative avoids impacting the Olive Boy Farm.  

Although the No-Build Alternative would not impact the Olive Boy property, it is 

not a prudent alternative since it would not meet the purpose and need for the 

project.   

Alternates 6 and 8, as shown on Exhibit V-5, impact the edge of the 

Olive Boy Farm.  A preliminary location for Alternate 8 initially avoided the Olive 

Boy Farm.  However, this location required changes in the location to incorporate 

the two-lane section of existing US 340 into the project.  The two-lane section of US 

340 in Virginia extends through the Long Marsh Run Rural Historic District and 

the Clarke County Agricultural District.  In order to avoid impacting these two 

properties, the proposed improvements in Virginia will be constructed within the 

existing right of way.  In an effort to minimize the impact and amount of right of 

way needed from the Kabletown Historic District, the alignments of Alternates 6 

and 8 are located where right of way is required from the Olive Boy Farm.  Prior to 

the completion of the Final Environmental Impact Statement, the location of the 

preferred alternative, either Alternate 6 or 8, will be reviewed to minimize or avoid 

impacts to the Olive Boy Farm can be avoided.  Although these revisions to the 

preferred alternative may require some additional property from the Kabletown 

Rural Historic District, the preferred alternative could likley avoid impacting the 

Olive Boy Farm. 

4. Measures To Minimize Harm 

Minimizing harm to the Section 4(f) property may be accomplished by 

additional design measures.  Among the measures to be considered will be 

alignment shifts during the final design of the proposed roadway.  Alternates 6 and 
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8 will be reviewed to determine if shifting away from the property to minimize harm 

or perhaps to even avoid the Olive Boy Farm is feasible based on the design 

limitations in Virginia.  Additional measures to minimize harm include providing 

screening to reduce visual impacts. 

5. Coordination 

Coordination with the West Virginia State Historic Preservation Office 

(SHPO) and other agencies has taken place throughout the course of the study.  

Coordination and meetings with SHPO and other agencies included discussions 

concerning the determination of Section 4(f) properties, avoidance alternatives, and 

measures to minimize harm.  

D. THE RIPON LODGE SECTION 4(f) PROPERTY 

1. Description of the Ripon Lodge Property 

a. Size and Location 

The National Register listed Ripon Lodge property consists of 

approximately 195 acres (79 hectares).  It is located along existing US 340 just 

north of the community of Rippon.  The Ripon Lodge is one of the most prominent 

properties within the area.  The lodge dates back to 1833.  The lodge was placed on 

the National Register of Historic Places in 1984.  In addition, the property includes 

many nineteenth and early-twentieth century outbuildings.  Cultural resource 

investigations indicate that the National Register boundaries for this property were 

expanded in 1998 to include these significant outbuildings and parcel limits.  This 

expansion is located between the main house and the Norfolk & Western Railroad 

to the west, WV 19 to the south, the existing US 340 to the east, and the parcel 

limit to the north.  The historic property is used as a private residence. 

The Ripon Lodge is situated at an elevation of about 540 feet 

(165 meters) above mean sea level.  The surrounding landscape consists of gentle 

hills, with variations in elevation of about 5 feet (1.5 meters), and planted trees and 

shrubs.  Surrounding land is used for grazing livestock and other agricultural 

purposes. 
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b. Relationship to Alternatives   

The Ripon Lodge faces east, towards the existing US 340, and is 

approximately 1,700 feet (520 meters) west of the roadway.  Alternate 8 is located 

west of the property approximately 245 feet (75 meters) from the historic property 

boundary.  Alternate 6 transects the historic property approximately 900 feet (275 

meters) west of the main house in close proximity to the active Norfolk and Western 

Railroad.  Exhibits V-4 and V-6 show the location of the Ripon Lodge property in 

relation to the alternates. 

c. Ownership and Type of Section 4(f) Property 

The Ripon Lodge property is privately owned.  The stone house was 

supposedly constructed by Henry S. Turner in 1833 and given to his son, William 

F. Turner.  The property was originally part of the Wheatlands estate, now located 

to the north.  The Turners were a prominent nineteenth-century Jefferson County 

family.  William T. Turner was a justice of the peace and a member of the Virginia 

House of Delegates.  The property passed out of the Turner-family ownership in 

1916.  Architecturally, Ripon Lodge is one of the most prominent properties in the 

area.  The property was originally listed on the National Register of Historic Places 

in 1984.  The property limits were expanded in a 1998 National Register boundary 

increase. 

The house is constructed of native limestone and possesses great 

integrity of design and workmanship, particularly in its interior woodwork.  It 

appears that the right two bays of this 2-story, 3-bay stone dwelling were 

constructed first, perhaps earlier than 1833.  The right bay appears to be a late 

addition, making the house a symmetrical, single-pile, central-passage-plan.  An 

enclosed frame breezeway attaches the north end of the house to a 1 1/2-story 

stone slave quarters/summer kitchen that dates to the original part of the house.  

The property also contains a fine collection of nineteenth and early twentieth-

century outbuildings.  This includes a stone pyramidal roofed smokehouse (early 

nineteenth century); a frame carriage house with later additions (mid-nineteenth 

century); a tenant house of the American Foursquare form (circa 1910’s); a frame 

bank barn on stone foundation with an 1852 inscription; a frame corncrib (late 
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nineteenth century); a framed, 1-room, Gothic Revival-style schoolhouse (mid-

nineteenth century); a privy; a pigsty; a vacant tenant house; and five modern 

outbuildings. 

d. Function 

There are no public activities on the Ripon Lodge property. 

e. Facilities 

There are no public facilities on the Ripon Lodge property.  The 

private facilities include the farmhouse and other associated buildings. 

f. Access 

Access to the Ripon Lodge property is by private drive.  The main 

driveway to the house is from US 340. 

g. Relationship to Similarly Used Lands 

In Clarke County, Virginia, and Jefferson County, West Virginia, 

there are other privately owned farm properties that have been either listed or 

determined eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.  One of 

these is the William Grubb Farm located on the north side of Jefferson County 

340/2, west of US 340 in West Virginia.  This similar property is discussed 

elsewhere in this document. 

h. Applicable Clauses Affecting Ownership 

There are no known special covenants, restrictions, or deed 

conditions that would preclude the use of the Ripon Lodge property for highway 

purposes. 

i. Unusual Characteristics 

The Ripon Lodge property is bounded by US 340 to the east, WV 19 

to the south, and the Norfolk and Western Railroad to the west.  Therefore, the 

property is bounded on three sides by transportation facilities. 
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2. Impacts On The Section 4(f) Ripon Lodge Property 

The Ripon Lodge property is directly impacted by Alternate 6 by land 

acquisition.  Alternate 6 will acquire approximately 15.9 acres (6.4 hectares) of land 

from the expanded limits of the historic property, at the back of the property near 

the railroad tracks.  Alternate 6 will not directly impact any standing structures. 

Air quality in the region is not adversely affected from the project.  In 

fact, air quality improves when comparing the six build alternates with the No-

Build Alternate.  Due to the project, noise impacts occur along the build alternates.  

Considering the alignments developed in this phase of the project, noise abatement 

measures do not appear to be feasible or reasonable for the Ripon Lodge property. 

The major construction elements of this project are expected to be earth 

removal, hauling, grading, and paving.  General noise impacts, such as temporary 

speech interference for passerby and those individuals living or working near the 

project, can be expected, particularly from paving operations and grading 

equipment.  However, considering the relatively short-term nature of construction 

noise and the limitation of construction to daytime hours, these impacts are not 

expected to be substantial.  So that the impact from construction noise is minimal, 

the contractor will be required to follow specifications concerning construction 

noise as contained in WVDOT’s Standard Specifications and in VDOT’s Road and 

Bridge Specifications. 

Alternate 6 transects this historic property and will have adverse 

implications to the visual setting of the property as a whole.  Alternate 6 has been 

evaluated as having a high impact to the visual characteristics associated with the 

property.  This is due to the historic designation of this property, the proximity of 

these alternates to the Ripon Lodge, and the disturbance of the existing landscape.  

Alternate 8 will not be visible from the house but will be visible from the barns 

located in the back of the property.  Alternate 8 is considered to have a moderate 

visual impact to Ripon Lodge.  The visual impacts to the property do not 

substantially impair the historic integrity of the historic site. 
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3. Avoidance Alternates 

The No-Build Alternative and Alternate 8 avoid a land acquisition impact 

to the Section 4(f) property of the Ripon Lodge.  Exhibit V-4 shows the relationship 

of Alternate 8 to the historic property.  Although the No-Build Alternative would not 

impact the Ripon Lodge property, it is not considered a prudent alternative for the 

project.  The No-Build Alternative would not meet the purpose and need for the 

project.  Therefore, Alternate 8 is considered the avoidance alternative for the Ripon 

Lodge Section 4(f) property. 

4. Measures To Minimize Harm 

Minimizing harm to this Section 4(f) property may be accomplished by 

additional design measures.  Among the measures to be considered will be altering 

the roadway typical section to reduce takings of the historic sites and providing 

landscaped screening to reduce visual impacts.  In addition, Alternate 6 could be 

shifted further to the west along the railroad tracks to minimize the amount of 

property required for right of way. 

5. Coordination 

Coordination with the West Virginia State Historic Preservation Office 

(SHPO) and other agencies has taken place throughout the course of the study. 

Coordination and meetings with SHPO and other agencies included discussions 

concerning the determination of Section 4(f) properties, avoidance alternatives, and 

measures to minimize harm. 

E. THE STRAITHMORE SECTION 4(f) PROPERTY 

1. Description of the Straithmore Property 

a. Size and Location 

The Straithmore property is eligible for listing on the National 

Register of Historic Properties.  The property consists of approximately 160 acres 

(65 hectares).  The Straithmore property is located on the north end of the project 

along the existing US 340.  It is a Federal-style house that was constructed in 

1827.  Also located on the property are the ruins of a stone mill and other stone 
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and wood remnants from various buildings.  The house faces west and is situated 

on top of a hill that grades down to Bullskin Run Creek. 

The main residence is at an elevation of 510 feet (155 meters) 

above mean sea level.  Existing US 340 is about 1,150 feet (350 meters) west of the 

main house.  The topography between the house and the roadway varies in 

elevation, making it difficult, if not impossible, to see the existing roadway. 

b. Relationship to Alternatives   

Alternate 6 is located west of the historic property at approximately 

the same location as existing US 340.  Existing US 340 is located approximately 

1,300 feet (397 meters) west of the main house.  Alternate 8 is located further west 

of the railroad.  Exhibits V-4 and  V-7 show the location of the Straithmore 

property in relation to the alternates. 

c. Ownership and Type of Section 4(f) Property 

The Straithmore property is privately owned.  This land originally 

belonged to Henry L. Turner of Wheatland.  He sold it to John Jacob Myers in 

1827.  It is presumed that Myers constructed the house.  In 1848 the Straith 

family inherited it.  Later, it passed into the Brisco Family.  The mill predates the 

house and was not originally part of the property.  The setting at Straithmore is 

beautiful.  An old road trace is evident in the front yard.  The house faces west on a 

hill above Bullskin Run. 

Straithmore possesses great integrity of design and workmanship 

and is a fine example of a brick Federal-style dwelling with an attached brick 

service wing (Jefferson County Historical Society).  It is composed of a 5-bay, 2-

story brick section with a recessed 1 1/2-story, 2-bay service wing.  The mill ruins 

(Turner’s Mill and, later, Baney’s Mill) further enhance the property’s significance.  

Other outbuildings include two frame barns (circa 1900), a brick 2-story 

smokehouse with gable roof (circa 1827), and a modern, 3-bay, 1 1/2-story log 

building under construction using logs from a house on the neighboring property.  

According to the Phase I Architectural Reconnaissance Survey completed for this 



Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

 US 340 Improvement Study V-20 

project, the property possesses sufficient architectural and historical importance to 

meet the National Register Criteria under Criterion A and C. 

d. Function 

There are no public activities on the Straithmore property. 

e. Facilities 

There are no public facilities on the Straithmore property.  The 

private facilities include the farmhouse and other associated buildings. 

f. Access 

Access to the Straithmore property is by private drive.  The main 

driveway to the house is accessed from Jefferson County 340/2, east of US 340. 

g. Relationship to Similarly Used Lands 

In Jefferson County, West Virginia, there are other privately owned 

farm properties that have been either listed or determined eligible for listing in the 

National Register of Historic Places.  One of these is the William Grubb Farm 

located on the north side of Jefferson County 340/2, west of US 340 in West 

Virginia.  This similar property is discussed elsewhere in this document. 

h. Applicable Clauses Affecting Ownership 

There are no known special covenants, restrictions, or deed 

conditions that would preclude the use of the Straithmore property for highway 

purposes. 

i. Unusual Characteristics 

There are no unusual characteristics of the Section 4(f) property. 

2. Impacts On The Section 4(f) Straithmore Property 

The Straithmore property is impacted by land acquisition under 

Alternate 6 but not Alternate 8.  Alternate 6 will require approximately 6.1 acres 

(2.5 hectares) for right of way.  The property to be acquired is located along existing 

US 340, the western edge of the historic property.  
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Air quality in the region is not adversely affected from the project.  In 

fact, air quality improves when comparing the six build alternates with the No-

Build Alternate.  Due to the project, noise impacts may occur along the build 

alternates.  Considering the alignments developed in this phase of the project, 

noise abatement measures do not appear to be feasible or reasonable for the 

Straithmore property. 

The major construction elements of this project are expected to be earth 

removal, hauling, grading, and paving.  General noise impacts, such as temporary 

speech interference for passerby and those individuals living or working near the 

project, can be expected, particularly from paving operations and grading 

equipment.  However, considering the relatively short-term nature of construction 

noise and the limitation of construction to daytime hours, these impacts are not 

expected to be substantial.  So that the impact from construction noise is minimal, 

the contractor will be required to follow specifications concerning construction 

noise as contained in WVDOT’s Standard Specifications. 

Both Alternates 6 and 8 lie west of this property.  The natural landscape 

and vegetation obstruct any view of the existing roadway from the main house.  

Alternate 8 is considered to have no visual impact to the property.  However, 

Alternate 6 has been evaluated as having a low visual impact to the property.  

Alternate 6 will introduce a new four-lane divided roadway along the historic 

property.  Visual impacts to the Straithmore property will not substantially impair 

the historic integrity of this historic property. 

3. Avoidance Alternates 

The No-Build Alternative and Alternate 8 would not impact the Section 

4(f) property of Straithmore.  Exhibits V-4 and V-7 show the relationship of the 

alternates to the property.  Although the No-Build Alternative would not impact the 

Straithmore property, it is not considered a prudent alternative.  The No-Build 

Alternate would not meet the purpose and need for the project.  Therefore, 

Alternate 8 is considered the avoidance alternative for this property.  



Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

 US 340 Improvement Study V-22 

4. Measures To Minimize Harm 

Minimizing harm to the Section 4(f) property may be accomplished by 

additional design measures.  The design of the selected alternate will be 

coordinated with the West Virginia State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). 

5. Coordination 

Coordination with the West Virginia State Historic Preservation Office 

(SHPO) and other agencies has taken place throughout the course of the study. 

Coordination and meetings with SHPO and other agencies included discussions 

concerning the determination of Section 4(f) properties, avoidance alternatives, and 

measures to minimize harm. 

F. THE WHEATLANDS SECTION 4(f) PROPERTY 

1. Description of the Wheatlands Farm 

a. Size and Location 

The Wheatlands Farm is considered eligible for listing on the 

National Register of Historic Properties as an archaeological site.  The estimated 

site boundaries encompass approximately 16.8 acres (7 hectares).  The Wheatlands 

Farm site is located on the north end of the project area south of Jefferson County 

340/2 and west of existing US 340.   

b. Relationship to Alternatives   

Alternate 6 crosses into the Wheatlands Farm 1,300 feet 

(390 meters) west of existing US 340.  Alternate 8 is located over 1,600 feet (489 

meters) west of the site.  Exhibit V-4 shows the general location of the Wheatlands 

Farm in relation to the build alternates. 

c. Ownership and Type of Section 4(f) Property 

The Wheatlands Farm is privately owned and is located on a low 

hill overlooking Bullskin Run.  The archaeological site encompasses the original 

location of the Wheatlands Farm main house and surrounding features.  The 

original house on this property was constructed in the 1830’s by Henry L. Turner, 
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a prominent citizen and large landholder.  His limestone house was torn down in 

this century.  The Wheatlands estate was originally called Castle Thunder and 

included a very large geographic area.  All that survives from the period of the 

house are three stone buildings and three stone foundations.  However, the 

archaeological remains on this site are extensive.   

The presence of the three extant outbuildings and three stone 

foundations appear to comprise the farm complex as it existed toward the end of 

the nineteenth-century.  The Wheatlands Farm site is considered eligible for the 

National Register under Criterion A, as one of the early settlement sites in the 

regions, Criterion B, for its association with the Turner family, and Criterion D, for 

its ability to yield important historic information. 

d. Function 

There are no public activities on the Wheatlands Farm. 

e. Facilities 

There are no public facilities on the Wheatlands Farm.  The private 

facilities include three modern turn-out sheds for horses, a large modern barn, and 

a modern trailer. 

f. Access 

Access to the Wheatlands Farm is by private drive.  The main 

driveway to the property is from US 340. 

g. Relationship to Similarly Used Lands 

In Jefferson County, West Virginia, there are other privately owned 

farm properties that have been either listed or determined eligible for listing in the 

National Register of Historic Places.  The William Grubb Farm listed on the 

National Register and is located on the north side of Jefferson County 340/2, west 

of US 340 in West Virginia.  Five other farms in the project area are eligible for the 

National Register and are discussed elsewhere in this document. 
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h. Applicable Clauses Affecting Ownership 

There are no known special covenants, restrictions, or deed 

conditions that would preclude the use of the Wheatlands Farm site for highway 

purposes. 

i. Unusual Characteristics 

There are no unusual characteristics of the Section 4(f) property. 

2. Impacts On The Section 4(f) Wheatlands Farm 

The Wheatlands Farm would be impacted by land acquisition for 

conceptual right of way with Alternate 6.  Approximately 6.6 acres (2.7 hectares) of 

right of way would be acquired for Alternate 6.  This alternate would require the 

removal of two of the three existing stone buildings and the stone foundation of the 

main house.  Alternate 8 will not require any property from the historic site.   

The Wheatlands Farm would be impacted during the construction of this 

project since the major elements during construction include earth removal, 

hauling, grading, and paving.  Air quality in the region is not adversely affected 

from the project.  In fact, air quality improves when comparing the six build 

alternates with the No-Build Alternate.  Due to the project, noise impacts occur 

along the build alternates, however since the site does not meet the National 

Register Criteria for standing structures, noise abatement measures were not 

considered for the Wheatlands Farm.   

Alternate 6 is evaluated as having high visual impact to this site since a 

modern roadway would be introduced through the middle of its farm setting.  

Alternate 8 will have no visual impact to the site since it will not be clearly visible 

from the site. 

3. Avoidance Alternates 

The No-Build Alternative and Alternate 8 would not impact the Section 

4(f) Wheatlands Farm site.  Alternate 6 does impact this archaeological site.  

Exhibit V-4 shows the relationship of the alternates to the property.  Although the 

No-Build Alternative would not impact the Wheatlands Farm, it is not considered a 
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prudent alternative because it would not meet the purpose and need for the 

project.  Therefore, Alternate 8 is considered the avoidance alternatives for this 

archaeological site. 

4. Measures To Minimize Harm 

Minimizing harm to the Section 4(f) property may be accomplished with 

data recovery in the areas impacted by the proposed roadway.  If preservation in 

place is considered for the site, specific measures to preserve the site would be 

considered where practical and will be coordinated with the West Virginia State 

Historic Preservation Officer, (SHPO). 

5. Coordination 

Coordination with the SHPO and other agencies has taken place 

throughout the course of the study. Coordination and meetings with SHPO and 

other agencies included discussions concerning the determination of Section 4(f) 

properties, avoidance alternatives, and measures to minimize harm. 
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B.S. degree in Biology with 10 years 
experience in environmental 
analysis, threatened and endangered 
species surveys, and wetland 
delineations. 

 

Karl R. Kratzer 
Environmental Scientist 
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TO WHOM COPIES OF THIS STATEMENT ARE SENT 

 

FEDERAL AGENCIES 
 
Mr. Fred Pozzutto 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Pittsburgh District 
1000 Liberty Avenue 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania  15222 
 
Mr. Dave Rider 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 3 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania  19103 
 
Mr. Lynn Shutts 
Natural Resources Conservation 
Service 
US Department of Agriculture 
75 High Street 
Morgantown, West Virginia  26505 
 
Mr. Thomas Smith 
Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
Geary Plaza, Suite 200 
700 Washington Street, East 
Charleston, West Virginia  25301 
 

 
 
Dr. Willie R. Taylor 
Director 
Office of Environmental Affairs 
US Department of Interior 
Room 2340-MIB 
1849 C Street, Northwest 
Washington, DC  20240 
 
Mr. Jeffrey Towner 
Field Supervisor 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
694 Beverly Pike 
Elkins, West Virginia  26241-9475 
 
Ms. Pearl Young  
US Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Federal Activities, NEPA 
Compliance Division 
EIS Filing, Room 7241 
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Office 
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Washington, DC  20044 
(202)260-2090 
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Mr. Roger Anderson 
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WV Division of Tourism and Parks 
Room 451, Building 6 
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25305-0315 
 
Mr. Lyle Bennett 
WV Department of Environmental 
Protection 
Water Resources Section 
1201 Greenbrier Street 
Charleston, West Virginia  25311 
 
Mr. Michael Callaghan 
Director 
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Protection 
10 McJunkin Road 
Nitro, West Virginia  25143-2506 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Mr. Ed Hamrick 
Director 
Division of Natural Resources 
Building 3, Room 669 
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Charleston, West Virginia  
25305-0660 
 
Mr. William Hartman 
Director of Engineering 
West Virginia Division of Highways 
District Five 
P.O. Box 99 
Burlington, West Virginia 26710 
 
Mr. Edward Kropp 
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7012 MacCorkle Avenue, Southeast 
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1900 Kanawha Blvd., East 
Charleston, West Virginia  
25305-0300 
 

LOCAL AGENCIES 
 
Region 9 - Eastern Panhandle  
Regional Planning & Development Council  
121 W. King St.  
Martinsburg, WV 25401 
 
Jefferson County Commission 
Charles Town, West Virginia  25414 
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VIII. COMMENTS AND COORDINATION 

A. Early Coordination 

WVDOT implemented the scoping process for this project as required by the 

Council of Environmental Quality Guidelines.  An agency scoping package was 

distributed to appropriate federal and state agencies, as well as local agencies and 

officials.  The scoping package described the objectives of the scoping process, 

provided a project description, brief summaries of need for action and the project 

status, and a list of possible constraints to be considered during project planning.  

The scoping package included a checklist of possible Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement issues and requested that agencies in response to the scoping check off 

the issues which should be of primary or secondary emphasis.  The scoping 

package was distributed in July 1996.  The following agencies were sent the 

scoping package and provided responses: 

AGENCY RESPONSE 

WV Bureau of Commerce - Division of Natural Resources 8-19-96 

WV Bureau of Commerce - Division of Tourism  

WV Health and Human Services - Environmental Engineering  

WV Bureau of Environment - Water Resources Section  

WV Bureau of Environment - Waste Management Section  

WV Bureau of Environment - Division of Environmental Protection  

WV Bureau of Environment - Division of Environmental Protection 
- Office of Air Quality 

7-22-96 

WV Division of Culture and History  

US Army Corps of Engineers - Pittsburgh District 8-9-96 

US Army Corps of Engineers- Baltimore District 8-5-96 

US Fish and Wildlife Service 8-29-96 

US Department of Agriculture - Natural Resource Conservation 
Service 

 

US Environmental Protection Agency 8-29-96 

Jefferson County Commission  

Jefferson County Planning Commission  

Eastern Panhandle Regional Planning and Development Council  
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The Federal Highway Administration issued a Notice of Intent for this project 

and published it in the Federal Register on February 9, 1996. 

B. Purpose and Need Coordination 

In accordance with the requirements of the combined NEPA/404 process, the 

West Virginia Department of Transportation published a Purpose and Need Report 

for the project in October 1996.  This report was sent to various federal, state, and 

local agencies for review, comment, and concurrence.  The following is a list of the 

agencies sent the Purpose and Need Report along with an indication of those 

responding and their concurrence dates.  Some agencies elected to not respond.  

For these agencies concurrence has been assumed.  There were no agencies that 

disagreed with the Purpose and Need Report. 

AGENCY RESPONSE 

WV Bureau of Commerce - Division of Natural Resources  

WV Bureau of Commerce - Division of Tourism  

WV Health and Human Services - Environmental Engineering 
Division 

 

WV Bureau of Environment - Water Resources Section  

WV Bureau of Environment - Waste Management Section  

WV Bureau of Environment - Division of Environmental Protection  

WV Bureau of Environment - Division of Environmental Protection 
- Office of Air Quality 

10-22-96 

WV Division of Culture and History 11-21-96 

US Army Corps of Engineers - Pittsburgh District 11-7-96* 

US Army Corps of Engineers- Baltimore District 11-20-96 

US Fish and Wildlife Service  

US Department of Agriculture - Natural Resource Conservation 
Service 

 

US Environmental Protection Agency 1-23-97* 

Jefferson County Commission  

Jefferson County Planning Commission  

Eastern Panhandle Regional Planning and Development Council  

* - Agency Concurrence Noted in Response  
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C. Alternatives Coordination 

In further accordance with the requirements of the combined NEPA/404 

process, the West Virginia Department of Transportation published an Alternatives 

Report for the project in February 1997.  This report was sent to various federal, 

state, and local agencies for review, comment, and concurrence.  The following is a 

list of the agencies sent the Alternatives Report along with an indication of those 

responding and their concurrence dates.  Some agencies elected to not respond.  

For these agencies concurrence has been assumed.  There were no agencies that 

disagreed with the Alternatives Report.  The letters received from agencies 

concerning the project are contained in the Appendix of this document.  These 

letters are arranged according to the date on the letter. 

AGENCY RESPONSE 

WV Bureau of Commerce - Division of Natural Resources 4-10-97 

WV Bureau of Commerce - Division of Tourism  

WV Health and Human Services - Environmental Engineering 
Division 

 

WV Bureau of Environment - Water Resources Section  

WV Bureau of Environment - Waste Management Section  

WV Bureau of Environment - Division of Environmental Protection  

WV Bureau of Environment - Division of Environmental Protection 
- Office of Air Quality 

4-11-97 

WV Division of Culture and History  

US Army Corps of Engineers - Pittsburgh District 7-8-97* 

US Army Corps of Engineers- Baltimore District  

US Fish and Wildlife Service  

US Department of Agriculture - Natural Resource Conservation 
Service 

 

US Environmental Protection Agency 6-19-97* 

Jefferson County Commission  

Jefferson County Planning Commission  

Eastern Panhandle Regional Planning and Development Council  

* - Agency Concurrence Noted in Response  
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D. Cultural Resource Coordination 

In accordance with the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic 

Preservation Act, the West Virginia Department of Transportation published the 

Phase I Cultural Resource Investigation for the project in May 1997.  This report 

was sent to the West Virginia Division of Culture and History, State Historic 

Preservation Officer (SHPO) for review, comment, and concurrence.  The 

archaeological portion of the document was found to be acceptable by SHPO with 

written concurrence provided on February 17, 1999.  Additional archaeological 

investigations were initiated and the findings from the sample survey were 

submitted to SHPO and concurred with in November and December of 1999.   

Based on their review of the architectural history portion of the Phase I 

Cultural Resources Evaluation, the SHPO requested additional studies.  The 

additional studies were performed and the findings were submitted in an 

“Architectural Evaluation Report” in January 2000 and an Addendum in May 

2000.  The SHPO concurred with these findings in March 2000 and June 2000.  

The SHPO also concurred with the preliminary determinations of effects for the 

historic resources.  The correspondence for the coordination with WVSHPO is 

included in Appendix B. 

E. Public Involvement Program 

The West Virginia Department of Transportation (WVDOT) held an 

Informational Public Workshop for the US 340 Improvement Study on Thursday, 

July 16, 1998, between 4 p.m. and 8 p.m. at the Charles Town City Hall in Charles 

Town, West Virginia. The Informational Public Workshop was an open format 

workshop without formal presentation.  Representatives of the WVDOT were 

present at the meeting with displays and maps to discuss the project with the 

public.  Approximately 60 people attended the Informational Public Workshop.   

Individuals written comments on the project were received from 88 persons or 

organizations.  The written comments were either provided on a project comment 

sheet or in letterform.  Written responses have been summarized in Table VIII-1.  

There was some support and opposition for every build alternate and the No-Build 



 Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

US 340 Improvement Study  VIII-5 

Alternative.  The West Virginia Department of Transportation took all comments 

received into consideration.   

Overall, respondents indicated that additional travel lanes were needed to 

improve the safety and capacity of the existing two-lane section of US 340.  The 

largest difference of opinion was whether the roadway should be located east or 

west of the community of Rippon.   

Approximately 89 percent of the respondents were clearly in favor of locating 

the proposed road to the east of Rippon on Alternate 4 or Alternate 5.  Reasons 

given for the eastward location included: fewer family relocations, avoids new 

development, less impact to the community of Rippon, fewer cultural resource 

impacts, avoids the Ripon Lodge National Register site, fewer noise impacted 

properties, more open land, and safety issues with the Norfolk Southern railroad.  

Seven percent of the respondents favored Alternate 6 on the west side of Rippon 

because of the valuable farmland impacted along Alternates 4 and 5. 

Of those respondents preferring an alternate east of Rippon, approximately 67 

percent favored Alternate 5 over Alternate 4.  Reasons for supporting Alternate 5 

included: it would be located further away from Rippon and it would require one 

less residential relocation than Alternate 4 (1 relocation versus 2 relocations, 

respectively).  Several people supported Alternate 5 only if the roadway plans could 

be changed to avoid the Wayside Farm on Meyerstown Road (Jefferson County 21).   

Residents living within the study area of the project submitted a petition.  The 

petition contained the signatures of 58 residents recommending the development 

and construction of Alternate 5.  Thirty-two of these individuals had not previously 

submitted written comments or comment sheets. 

A final decision on the preferred alternative will be made following the review 

of comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and information 

presented as part of the Public Hearing process for the project. 
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TABLE VIII-1 
SUPPORT/OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Build 
Alternate * Reasons To Support Reasons To Oppose 

 • Avoids farm operations east of Rippon • Disrupts community of Rippon 
Alternate 1  • Impacts Ripon Lodge Farm 

  • More development west of Rippon 
 • Avoids farm operations east of Rippon • Disrupts community of Rippon 

Alternate 3  • Impacts Ripon Lodge Farm 
  • More development west of Rippon 
 • Fewer family relocations • Bisects and affects farm operations 
 • Avoids new development  

 • Less impact to the community of 
Rippon  

 • Fewer cultural resource impacts  
Alternate 4 • Avoids Ripon Lodge Farm  

 • Fewer noise impacted properties  
 • More open land  
 • Safety issues with Norfolk Southern RR  
 • Safer for school buses  
 • Fewer family relocations • Bisects and affects farm operations 
 • Avoids new development • Impacts ponds and spring 

 • Less impact to the community of 
Rippon  

 • Fewer cultural resource impacts  
Alternate 5 • Avoids Ripon Lodge Farm  

 • Fewer noise impacted properties  
 • More open land  
 • Safety issues with Norfolk Southern RR  
 • Lowest right of way and utility cost  
 • Safer for school buses  

 • Least farmland impact • Safety issues with Norfolk Southern 
RR 

Alternate 6 • Least wetland impact • More development west of Rippon 

 • Lowest total cost • Busy intersection with Withers & 
Larue Road (Jefferson County 19) 

 • Highway is sufficient to carry traffic 
load • Travel safety 

No-Build 
Alternative 

• A larger road will promote development 
and destroy history 

• Improvements are needed along this 
two-lane section of US 340 

  • Current traffic volume exceeds 
capacity 

* Alternate 8 was developed in January 2000 after the public meetings were held.  This alternate 
was developed to avoid the historic resources. 
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